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1 . This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 





Box No. I 


Basis of the opinion 
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Box No. II 


Priority 
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Box No. Ill 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial applicability 


□ 


Box No. IV 


Lack of unity of invention 


El 


Box No. V 


Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/"s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 
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Box No. VI 


Certain documents cited 
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Box No. VII 


Certain defects in the international application 
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2. FURTHER ACTION 

If a demand for international preliminary examination is made, this opinion will usually be considered to be a 
written opinion of the International Preliminary Examining Authority ("IPEA"). However, this does not apply where 
the applicant chooses an Authority other than this one to be the IPEA and the chosen IPEA has notrfed the 
International Bureau under Rule 66.1b/s(b) that written opinions of this International Searching Authority 
will not be so considered. 

If this opinion is, as provided above, considered to be a written opinion of the IPEA, the applicant is invited to 
submit to the IPEA a written reply together, where appropriate, with amendments, before the expiration of three 
months from the date of mailing of Form PCT/ISA220 or before the expiration of 22 months from the priority date, 
whichever expires later. 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 

1 . With regard to the language, this opinion has been established on the basis of the international application in 
the language in which it was filed, unless otherwise indicated under this item. 

□ This opinion has been established on the basis of a translation from the original language into the following 
language , which is the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of international search 
(under Rules 12.3 and 23.1(b)). 

2. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application and 
necessary to the claimed invention, this opinion has been established on the basis of: 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ in written format 

□ in computer readable form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition, in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence listing and/br table relating thereto 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in the subsequent or additional 
copies is identical to that in the application as filed or does not go beyond the application as filed, as 
appropriate, were furnished. 

4. Additional comments: 
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Box No. II Priority 



1 . S The following document has not been furnished: 

El copy of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 436/S.1 and 66.7(a)). 

□ translation of the earlier application whose priority has been claimed (Rule 43£>/s.1 and 66.7(b)). 

Consequently it has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim. This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

2. □ This opinion has been established as if no priority had been claimed due to the fact that the priority claim 

has been found invalid (Rules 43b/s.1 and 64.1). Thus for the purposes of this opinion, the international 
filing date indicated above is considered to be the relevant date. 

3. □ It has not been possible to consider the validity of the priority claim because a copy of the priority document 

was not available to the ISA at the time that the search was conducted (Rule 17.1). This opinion has 
nevertheless been established on the assumption that the relevant date is the claimed priority date. 

4. Additional observations, if necessary: 



Box No. V Reasoned statement under Rule 43b/s.1 (a)(i) with regard to novelty, inventive step or 
industrial applicability; citations and explanations supporting such statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-35 




No: 


Claims 




Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-35 


Industrial applicability (IA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-35 




No: 


Claims 





2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V. 

1 . The following document is referred to in this communication: 

D1 : US 6 473 730 B1 (KAN MIN-YEN ET AL) 29 October 2002 (2002-10-29) 

Objections under Article 6 PCT 

2. The application does not meet the requirements of Article 6 PCT, because 
independent claim 28 is not clear. 

2.1 The expression "at least in part" used in claim 28 (line 4-5 and 6-7) is vague and 
makes the claim unclear because it is not clear on what else the matching performed is 
based. In order to overcome this objection this expression should be deleted. 

Objections under Article 33(3) PCT 

3. The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of claim 1 -35 does not involve an inventive step in the sense of Article 
33(3) PCT. 

3.1 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 1 
Document D1 discloses : 

A method (column 2 lines 32-34, "...method ... documents."), comprising : 

- accessing a source article (column 2 line 54 and 55, "extracting ... information;"); 

- identifying a plurality of regions in the source article (column 2 lines 32 and 33, "...to 
efficiently ... documents."); 

- determining at least one local concept associated with each region (column 4 lines 2- 
6, "determining ... of the text,"); 

- analysing the local concepts of each region to identify any unrelated region (column 8 
lines 59-61 , "A raw ... the segment."); 

- eliminating the local concepts associated with any unrelated regions to determine 
relevant concepts (column 10 lines 36-42, "Nominally ... input." and column 10 lines 45- 
47, "Each ... segment."); 

The segment scores for each of the topical segments in D1 are computed to reflect the 
importance of a segment versus every other segment identified within the document. 
The segment scores in combination with the classification based on the type of the 
segments is performed in order to select only important (relevant) segment and to 
ignore not important (irrelevant) segments. This implies that topical information (terms) 
from not important segments is not taken into account when generating the summary of 
the document. 
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- analysing the relevant concepts to determine a source meaning for the 
source article (column 10 lines 48 and 49, ""Summary" ... document input."); and 

The subject-matter of claim 1 differs from this known from D1 in that : 

- matching the source meaning with an item meaning associated with an item 
from a set of items. 

For the skilled person the feature of matching the source meaning of an article with an 
item meaning is well known in the art of data retrieval, accordingly, the skilled person 
would modify the method of D1 to add the extra step of matching the source meaning 
(the summary) of the document with an item meaning from a set of items. The skilled 
person would thereby arrive at the method of claim 1 without the exercise of any 
inventive skill, therefore the subject-matter of claim 1 can not make an inventive 
contribution. 

3.2 INDEPENDENT CLAIM 28 

The subject matter of claim 28 differs from the subject matter of claim 1 in that the 
matching is performed for the concept(s) determined from a content region and not for 
the source meaning of the whole document. This is also well known in the art of data 
retrieval, therefore the subject-matter of claim 28 can not make an inventive 
contribution. 

3.3 DEPENDENT CLAIMS 

The additional technical features of dependent claims 2-13, and 29-35 represent only 
implementation details and do not contain any features which in combination with the 
features of any claim to which the refer, meet the requirements of the PCT in respect to 
inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT). 

3.4 The subject-matter of claims 14-27 corresponds in terms of a computer-readable 
medium comprising a computer program product features to that of claims 1-13. The 
objections raised in respect to claims 1-13, therefore, also apply, mutatis mutandis, to 
the corresponding claims 14-27. 
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